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PROPOSALS 

 
PROPOSALS SUBMITTED FOR CONSIDERATION BY 

THE 3rd SESSION OF THE IHO ASSEMBLY 
 

LIST OF PROPOSALS (AS 20 DECEMBER 2022) 
 

PROPOSAL 
No. 

OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL SUBMITTED BY 
WORK 

PROGRAMME 

1.1 New IHO Resolution on S-100 Implementation IHO Council 1 

1.2 Implementation and review of the Strategic Plan IHO Council 1 

1.3 
Amendments to IHO Resolution 1/2020 –
Gender-Inclusive Language 

IHO Council 1 

1.4 
3-year Work Programme and Budget 2024-
2026 

IHO Council 1 

1.5 Revision of M-7 IHO Staff Regulations Secretary-General 1 

1.6 Polygonal demarcation of global sea areas Secretary-General 1 

1.7 

Deprivation of the IHO member state status 
from the Russian Federation as its military 
aggression against Ukraine since 24 February 
2022 has caused major threatens to navigation 
in the Black Sea and the Sea of Azov, in 
particular, has deprived Ukraine of performing 
the hydrographic surveying within its area of 
responsibility and issue and update its 
navigational charts 

Ukraine 1 

2.1 Adoption of dual fuel concept for S-100  IHO Council 2 

2.2 
Establishment of an S-100 Infra Center to 
support the implementation of S-100 

Republic of Korea 2 

2.3 Future of Digital Charting United Kingdom 2 

3.1 
Amendments to General Regulations, Art. 8.e – 
Membership of the HCA 

IHO Council 3 

3.2 Revised Capacity Building Strategy IHO Council 3 

3.3 Recognition of the Southern Ocean HCA Chair 3 

3.4 
Access to Software, Hardware and Training 
Courses 

Islamic Republic 
of Iran 

3 

3.5 

Establishment of a task force to explore the 
potential merits, structures, and options for 
alternative fund generation to support capacity 
building and other IHO initiatives 

United States of 
America, Canada, 

Norway, United 
Kingdom and 

Australia 

3 

 
  

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.1_EN_S-100_Implementation_v2.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.2_EN_ImplStrPln_CC_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.3_EN_Gender_IncLang_CC_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.4_EN_3YearWPBudget_CC_v2.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.5_EN_RevM-7_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.6_EN_DemarcationLimits_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-2.1_EN_DualFuel_v1.1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-2.1_EN_DualFuel_v1.1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-2.2_EN_Establishment_S-100_Infra_Center_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-2.3_EN_The_Future_of_Digital_Charting_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-3.1_EN_Council_GR_Amendments_Art_8e_HCA_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-3.2_EN_Revised%20Capacity%20Building%20Strategy_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-3.3_EN_IHO_Resolution_Southern_Ocean_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-3.4_EN_Access_Software_Hardware_Training_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-3.5_EN_Proposal_FundingTaskForce_v1.pdf
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LIST OF MEMBER STATES’ COMMENTS 

 

The Secretariat thanks to Member States which have shared their respective comments on the Assem-

bly Proposals in advance. In accordance with Resolution 8/1967 as amended the Secretary-General 

has placed his comments on the technical, administrative and financial implications on relevant Pro-

posals.  

In continuation of the previous practice, this Red Book issue does not contain the proposals itself since 

this would unnecessarily duplicate the series of Assembly Proposals coming as separate documents.  

Instead, links are provided under the respective headline of each proposal.     
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BRAZIL 

Brazil supports this proposal. 

 

CANADA 

Canada endorses this proposal. 

It invites the submitters to consider the following observation: In the proposed Resolution, the list of 
Annexes to the Roadmap for the S-100 Implementation Decade is notated by:  

a) Collaboration with IMO and other liaising Organizations.  

b) S-100 Timelines  

c) WEND-100 Principles  

d) Dual Fuel Concept for S-100 ECDIS 

It is suggested that the notation be Annex 1, Annex 2, etc., to correspond to how these annexes are 
listed on the IHO S-100 Implementation Strategy web page. That is: 

Annex 1. Collaboration with IMO and other liaising Organizations. 

Annex 2. S-100 Timelines. 

Annex 3. WEND-100 Principles. 

Annex 4. Dual Fuel Concept for S-100 ECDIS 
 

 

FINLAND 

Finland supports the proposal. 

 

GERMANY 

Germany supports this proposal. 

 

ITALY 

As member of the IHO Council, Italy supports the proposal. 

  

PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

1.1 New IHO Resolution on S-100 Implementation IHO Council 1 

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.1_EN_S-100_Implementation_v2.pdf
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JAPAN 

Japan supports this proposal. 

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal endorses this proposal. 

 

SWEDEN 

Sweden supports this proposal. 

 

UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom supports this proposal. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

The United States congratulates the Council and S-100 implementation team and fully approves the 
Resolution. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

The Secretariat thanks Canada for their relevant editorial suggestions. 
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTE

D BY 
REFERENCE 

1.2 Implementation and review of the Strategic Plan IHO Council 1 

 

BRAZIL 

Brazil supports this proposal. 

 

CANADA 

Canada endorses each of the elements of this proposal. 

Related to the change in focus for SP Target 2.1 from, “Build a portal to support and promote regional 
and international cooperation in marine spatial data infrastructures,” to developing an, ‘IHO Data-Prod-
ucts-Services portal providing global thematic layers’, will the IHO Work Programme 2024-2026 be 
modified to reflect this task? [This also relates to PRO 1.4] 

 

FINLAND 

Finland supports the proposal. 

 

FRANCE 

France supports the Secretary General’s recommendation to refocus the function of the "MSDI" portal 
in target 2.1 of the 2021-2026 Strategic Plan on access to global thematic layers of information that can 
be easily maintained by the IHO Secretariat on the basis of information already available in the Organi-
zation’s publications or on the website. 

In terms of global survey coverage, the most efficient way to populate this layer of the future portal for 
EU waters is to rely on the common data index of the EMODnet Bathymetry Portal (CDI Data Discovery 
and Access Service - https://www.emodnet-bathymetry.eu/search). 

 

GERMANY 

Germany supports this proposal. 

 

ITALY 

As member of the IHO Council, Italy supports the proposal. 

 

 

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.2_EN_ImplStrPln_CC_v1.pdf
https://www.emodnet-bathymetry.eu/search
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JAPAN 

Japan supports this proposal. 

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal endorses this proposal. 

 

SWEDEN 

Sweden supports the proposed implementation and review of the IHO Strategic Plan. It is of particular 
importance that IHO focus on the S-100 implementation during the period of 2023 - 2026. Thus the 
highest priority on Goal 1 of the IHO Strategic Plan is welcomed by Sweden. 

 

UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom supports this proposal. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

The United States supports all items as key implementation components to move the IHO Strategic 
Plan forward. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

The Secretariat is of the view that the wording in place is of generic nature and covers the proposed 
change of the focus towards global thematic layers of IHO Products and services. 
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PROPOSAL 
N° 

OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 
SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

1.3 
Amendments to IHO Resolution 1/2020 –Gender-In-
clusive Language 

IHO Council 1 

 

BRAZIL 

Brazil supports this proposal. 

 

CANADA 

Canada endorses this proposal. 

 

FINLAND 

Finland supports the proposal. 

 

GERMANY 

Germany supports this proposal. 

 

ITALY 

As member of the IHO Council, Italy supports the proposal. 

 

JAPAN 

Japan supports this proposal. 

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal endorses this proposal. 

 

SWEDEN 

Sweden supports this proposal.  

  

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.3_EN_Gender_IncLang_CC_v1.pdf
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UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom supports activities that aim to enhance gender equality and inclusivity and endorses 
the proposed amendment to IHO Resolution 01/2020 together with edited versions of M-1 and M-3. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

The United States fully supports the proposed actions. 
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

1.4 3-year Work Programme and Budget 2024-2026 IHO Council 1 

 

CANADA 

Canada endorses each of the elements of this proposal. 

Related to the change in focus for SP Target 2.1 from, “Build a portal to support and promote regional 
and international cooperation in marine spatial data infrastructures,” to developing an, ‘IHO Data-Prod-
ucts-Services portal providing global thematic layers’, will the IHO Work Programme 2024-2026 be 
modified to reflect this task? [This also relates to PRO 1.2.] 

 

FINLAND 

Finland supports the proposal. 

 

GERMANY 

Germany supports this proposal. 

 

ITALY 

As member of the IHO Council, Italy supports the proposal. 

 

JAPAN 

Japan supports this proposal and appreciates IHO Secretariat’s effort to contain the annual value of a 
contribution share for Member States. 

 

PORTUGAL 

At a time of deep transformations on the standards, Portugal does not agree with the reduction of the 
budget allocated to Capacity Building to 60.000 Euros. If this value goes forward, both the transfor-
mation to the S-100 and the training of hydrographic services will be very limited and therefore hindered. 

 

 

SWEDEN 

Sweden supports the Council proposal of the 3-Year Work Programme and the Budget 2024 – 2026.  

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.4_EN_3YearWPBudget_CC_v2.pdf
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UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom supports this proposal. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

The United States supports the proposal, and encourages the IHO Secretariat to continue with its 
demonstrated conservative fiscal management. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

The 3-year budget estimates for the period 2024 – 2026 were drafted based on the Council endorse-
ment (Decision and Action C6/48 refers) of the proposed 3-year Work Programme and Budget* pro-
vided by the Secretary-General for submission at A-3 by Council Chair for the approval of Member 
States.  

* subject to an update prior to submission to A-3 by 20 December 2022 in consideration of the volatility of the global finance 
situation. 

A detailed explanation of the financial situation of the Organization will be given at the meeting of the 
Finance Committee prior to the Assembly. 
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

1.5 Revision of M-7 IHO Staff Regulations 
Secretary-
General 

1 

 

BRAZIL 

Brazil supports this proposal. 

 

CANADA 

Canada endorses this proposal. 

 

GERMANY 

Germany supports this proposal. 

 

JAPAN 

Japan supports this proposal. 

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal needs a better clarification on this subject in order to have any decision. 

 

UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom supports this proposal. 

 

SWEDEN 

Sweden supports the proposed revision of the M-7 IHO Staff Regulations. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

A presentation of the changes proposed to be applied to the M-7 Staff regulations is on the agenda of 
the meeting of the Finance Committee prior to the Assembly. 

 

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.5_EN_RevM-7_v1.pdf
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTE

D BY 
REFERENCE 

1.6 Polygonal demarcation of global sea areas 
Secretary-
General 

1 

 

BRAZIL 

Brazil supports this proposal. 

 

CANADA 

Canada endorses this proposal. 

Canada thanks the Secretary-General and the other members of the S-130 Project Team for their efforts 
with respect to these challenging tasks thus far and supports the reasoning to postpone much of the 
work until the S-130 specification Edition 2.0.0 has been adopted. 

 

GERMANY 

Germany supports this proposal and appreciates the excellent work done so far by Secretary-General 
and the S-130 Project Team. 

 

ITALY 

The IHO Council already endorsed the proposal. Italy supports the Secretary General’s recommenda-
tion to align the polygonal demarcation of global sea areas with the upcoming new S-130 Product 
Specification. 

 

JAPAN 

Japan would like to express our appreciation for the great support and continuous contribution regard-
ing S-130 from the Secretary-General.  Japan generally supports this proposal, with a suggestion that 
the phrase “when” and “are” in articles b and c should be replaced with “after” and “will be” respec-
tively, in order to clarify the meaning to postpone both considerations after the finalization of the S-130 
Product Specification and dataset.  

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal endorses this proposal. 

  

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.6_EN_DemarcationLimits_v1.pdf
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NORWAY 

Norway supports this proposal by IHO Secretary-General as a pragmatic and realistic approach to the 
task given by A-2 on this complex and sensitive issue. 

 

SWEDEN 

Appreciating the progress made by the S-130 Project Team and noting the timeline for the development 
of the product specification and authoritative S-130 dataset, Sweden supports the Secretary General’s 
proposal to not commence work items A2/PRO 1.9.3 and A2/PRO 1.9.5 before the tasks currently as-
signed to the S-130PT have been finalized. 

 

UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom supports this proposal. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

The United States supports the proposal on S-130 and feels this data set will provide considerable value 
to the IHO Member States once complete. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

An edited version of the Part of PRO 1.6 including the changes proposed by Japan is attached as An-
nex 1 to this document.  
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

1.7 

Deprivation of the IHO member state status from the 
Russian Federation as its military aggression against 
Ukraine since 24 February 2022 has caused major 
threatens to navigation in the Black Sea and the Sea 
of Azov, in particular, has deprived Ukraine of per-
forming the hydrographic surveying within its area of 
responsibility and issue and update its navigational 
charts. 

Ukraine 1 

 

CANADA 

Canada’s position regarding the Russian Federation’s unlawful aggression against Ukraine, and Can-
ada’s ongoing support for Ukraine, have been clearly and publicly stated. While Canada notes and 
shares many of concerns expressed in PRO 1.7, it does not believe that the IHO Convention contains 
provision(s) to suspend a Member State from the organization except for the non-payment of contribu-
tions. Therefore, at this time, Canada does not support this proposal.  

 

RUSSIAN FEDERATION 

The Russian Federation rejects all the claims included in Proposal 1.7 by Ukraine and objects to includ-
ing this Proposal into the agenda of the Assembly as contrary to the spirit, rules and goals of the IHO. 

First of all, we would like to bring attention to the fact that according to Article II of the Convention on 
the IHO and Article 1 of the IHO General Regulations, the organization has a consultative and purely 
technical nature. Article 1 of the General Regulations unequivocally states that the IHO activities do not 
include matters involving questions of international politics. 

So, the issues included in the Ukrainian proposal are beyond the authority of the IHO. Any discussions 
at the Assembly connected with Russian-Ukrainian relations will have no ground, and conclusions and 
decisions on this point will be null and void. 

According to Article XX of the Convention on the IHO, IHO is open for accession by any United Nations 
member state. There's no possibility or procedure in the IHO basic documents for withdrawal of the IHO 
member status. This means that a state can stop participating in the IHO only on a voluntary basis and 
implementing its sovereign right for leaving the Convention on the IHO. 

Regarding the Ukrainian claims that the Russian Federation is violating the rules of international navi-
gation safety and the UNCLOS in general, it can be said that the Russian Federation fulfils its obligations 
under the IHO Convention as well as under other respective international treaties. 

As far as the claim about restriction of freedom of navigation in the Kerch Strait is concerned, it should 
be mentioned that during the period from October 1st to December 31st, 2022, more than 1,200 vessels 
under different flags crossed the strait. The Russian Federation fulfils all the duties for maintaining safety 
of navigation in Black and Azov seas, including the duties which Ukraine refused to fulfil. 

Again, the Russian Federation objects to putting Proposal 1.7 by Ukraine on the agenda of the Assem-
bly as not corresponding to the spirit, rules and goals of the IHO. 

  

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-1.7_EN_Ukraine_v1.pdf
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UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom fully supports Ukraine in standing against ongoing illegal aggression from Russia 
and the United Kingdom Government condemns Russia’s unprovoked and premeditated invasion of 
Ukraine. The United Kingdom recognizes that it is through international bodies such as the IHO that 
countries (including the United Kingdom) should seek to hold Russia accountable for its illegal and 
unsafe actions and their impact on Ukraine’s ability to undertake their duties as a national hydrographic 
office and the safety of the international mariner. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

The United States condemns in the strongest possible terms the Russian Federation’s unprovoked and 
illegal war against Ukraine. 

We support all efforts to ensure the safety of seafarers, commercial vessels, and the marine environ-
ment in the Black Sea and Sea of Azov. It is important to the United States that lawful hydrographic 
services and activities be facilitated, even in situations involving armed conflict, and we note that they 
are being blocked or degraded by the unprovoked Russian aggression against Ukraine. The swiftest 
and surest way to address the negative impact of Russia’s aggression on hydrographic services and 
activities in the region is for the Russian Federation to immediately end its illegal war against Ukraine 
and withdraw all of its forces from Ukrainian territory, including from its internationally recognized terri-
torial sea. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

The IHO Convention is open for accession by any State that is a member of the United Nations (IHO 
Convention, Article XX). Neither the IHO Convention nor the General Regulations of the IHO do pro-
vide a mechanism to suspend a State which has acceded to the IHO Convention from IHO member-
ship for reasons other than non-payment of contributions for two years in sequence. 

Concluding PRO 1.7 and related comments by Member States as being political in nature, noting that 
the Organization shall have a consultative and technical nature (Article II of the IHO Convention re-

fers), it is proposed that consideration be given for: 

- The Assembly to note PRO 1.7 and associated comments in the Red Book, in accordance with 

Rule 10 (g) of the Rules of Procedures of the IHO Assembly; 

- The Assembly to decide not to consider PRO 1.7 as such under this Assembly Agenda item in 

accordance with Article V (e) (viii) of the IHO Convention. Instead, consideration should be 
given, as a precautionary action under this Assembly Agenda item, that the Assembly tasks 
IRCC, supported by the most concerned RHCs, to conduct a comprehensive technical impact 
assessment of the regional situation of affected areas on hydrographic matters in relation to 
safety of navigation for international shipping (production and maintenance of charts, distribu-
tion of, and availability of up-to-date ENCs and charts in all other areas, etc.). 
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

2.1 Adoption of dual fuel concept for S-100  IHO Council 2 

 

BRAZIL 

Brazil supports this proposal. 

 

CANADA 

Canada endorses this proposal. 

 

FINLAND 

Finland supports the proposal. 

 

GERMANY 

Germany supports this proposal. 

 

ITALY 

As member of the IHO Council, Italy supports the proposal. 

 

JAPAN 

Japan generally supports this proposal, with a suggestion to correct misspellings from “Duel Fuel” to 
“Dual Fuel” in the title and some points in Appendix 1 (Full Report) of Annex A. 

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal endorses this proposal. 

 

SWEDEN 

Sweden supports this proposal. 

  

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-2.1_EN_DualFuel_v1.1.pdf
https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-2.1_EN_DualFuel_v1.1.pdf


 A3_2023_G_02_EN_Redbook_v1_Rev2 

 

19 

 

UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom supports this proposal and will continue to test the dual fuel concept through our 
combined S-100 ECDIS trial with SHOM. Where successes are demonstrated and achieved, or gaps 
identified in the delivery of the IHO standards, these will be fed back into the IHO process through the 
appropriate mechanisms. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

The United States supports the need for consolidated guidance to stakeholders involved in the move to 
S-100. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

The Secretariat thanks Japan for the meticulous perusal. The misspellings were fixed and a corrected 
version of the affected document was uploaded to the Assembly website. 
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTE

D BY 
REFERENCE 

2.2 
Establishment of an S-100 Infra Center to support the 
implementation of S-100 

Republic of 
Korea 

2 

 

BRAZIL 

Brazil supports this proposal. 

 

CANADA 

Canada supports the general idea of the proposal, and thanks the Republic of Korea for taking this ini-
tiative. It is recognized that the IHO has a responsibility to provide support to all Member States so that 
no one is left behind in the migration to S-100. 

However, it is suggested that HSSC the review this proposal further, perhaps via a project team, to so-
lidify the scope of its work and the standard operating procedures of such a Center. 

For example, is the purpose of this proposal to provide more support and structure to the IHO Geospa-
tial Information Registry and help ensure its long-term sustainability? How will the work of the Center 
relate to, or intersect with existing bodies such as the S-100 Working Group and the IHO-Singapore 
Innovation and Technology Laboratory? 

This additional information and detail would help inform Council (C7) as to the utility of the Center in 
terms of how it would support the S-100 framework and how it would operate on an ongoing basis.  

 

FRANCE 

France recognizes the need for a permanent, sustainable and operational structure to support the im-
plementation and maintenance of the S-100 standard in the long term and therefore approves the es-
tablishment of a project team under the HSSC to define its precise objectives and organization. As the 
geospatial information register is held by the IHO and managed by the Secretariat, the project team 
should closely involve the Secretariat. 

 

ITALY 

In order to leave no one behind, Italy supports the creation of any structure able to develop the capacity 
and capability of Member States to make the S-100 framework operational. 

 

JAPAN 

Japan understands the significance of an S-100 Infra Center and generally supports this proposal. How-
ever, we believe that establishment and running costs of the center should not strain the IHO’s budget 
and/or contribution shares of each Member State, as IHO faces to some budgetary challenges such as 
the small amount of the IHO capacity building fund.  

 

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-2.2_EN_Establishment_S-100_Infra_Center_v1.pdf
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PORTUGAL 

Portugal needs a better clarification on this subject in order to have any decision. 

 

SWEDEN 

Sweden recognizes the need to establish a stable structure for a sustainable management of the frame-
work for S-100. Therefore, Sweden supports the proposal from the Republic of Korea to form a project 
team under HSSC with the aim to propose a robust organizational structure.  

Sweden proposes that HSSC, based on the outcome of the project team, should propose how such an 
organization can be established by the Council. Subsequently it should be the Council that reports to 
the IHO Assembly 4 for a possible approval by IHO Member States.  

 

UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom thanks the Republic of Korea for this proposal. The United Kingdom would wish to 
better understand the purpose of this facility, the outcomes it seeks to realize, the funding model and 
the Member States governance of it. The United Kingdom is not able to support this proposal currently 
and would recommend that the IHO Secretariat retains responsibility for S-100 development at this very 
important moment in implementation. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

The United States supports the need to consider how the IHO S-100 infrastructure will be run and main-
tained. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

The Secretariat thanks the Republic of Korea for this proposal, but recommends that a more detailed 
governance model is provided (investments, operational costs, staffing, in kind-contribution) to assess 
the possible impact on the IHO Budget 2024-2026 and the organizational effects for the working groups 
under supervision of HSSC and IRCC. 
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTE

D BY 
REFERENCE 

2.3 Future of Digital Charting 
United 

Kingdom 
2 

 

CANADA 

Canada thanks the United Kingdom for bringing forward and endorses this proposal. 

Canada welcomes this discussion regarding this significant and important segment of electronic chart 
users and the manufacturers of electronic chart systems (ECSs). This is a segment that has been 
largely ignored with respect to standardization. 

However, there is also great opportunity in the sub-ECDIS market as the users and manufacturers 
tend to be more willing to test out and adopt new products and services. This group will be important 
partners in the uptake of S-100. 

 

FRANCE 

The recent reflections on the future of the paper chart and the need to find digital alternatives would 
benefit from being addressed in a coordinated way between Member States and by measuring the im-
pacts of the orientations decided. 

However, the high priority that must be given in the coming years to advancing the implementation of 
the S-100 makes it difficult to address this issue in the short term. 

 

JAPAN 

Japan supports this proposal. 

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal needs a better clarification on this subject in order to have any decision. 

 

SWEDEN 

S-57 data has been used by the sub-ECDIS market ever since S-57 data became available more than 
20 years ago. Nothing will prevent the usage of S-57, S-101 and other S-100 layers by the future sub-
ECDIS market. Sweden does not see a need for new supplementary IHO standards, since the existing 
and new S-100 product specifications will be useful also for the sub-ECDIS market.  

Considering that IHO in general and HSSC in particular needs to focus on the S-100 implementation 
Sweden would prefer to wait using resources on a digital alternative solution to paper charts until after 
2026 when most of the first priority S-100 products have matured to a first operational edition.  

A possible way to go forward would be to propose to the IMO that the ECDIS carriage requirements 
should also include smaller ships, e.g. all ships from 300 gross tonnage similar to carriage requirements 
for AIS. Such a proposal should preferably come from IMO MS and not from IHO. 

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-2.3_EN_The_Future_of_Digital_Charting_v1.pdf
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NORWAY 

Norway recognizes the need to address the topic raised by this proposal, how to provide up-
dated digital navigation services to non-ECDIS carriage requirement vessels as we are ad-
dressing this with our national maritime authority. On a global scale, a large percentage the 
ships sailing anywhere in the world, do not require to carry ECDIS. However, if we look at inter-
national shipping, this percentage drops significantly. At IHO we need to prioritize standardiza-
tion (and optimization) of current and future navigation data services for (international) ships 
that by IMO regulation need to meet the relevant equipment requirements in addition to ensuring 
interoperability with other marine data sets in order to ensure the widest possible use of hydro-
graphic data. Norway believes that the topic of whether or not non-ECDIS carriage requirement 
vessels should be subjected to international standards is bigger than to be addressed by a sub-
ECDIS project team or working group and should first be addressed by HSSC or Council. Po-
tentially, this topic can be sufficiently addressed on a national level, by primary charting author-
ities and / or by industry in cooperation with national authorities, as well as being an agenda 
topic for the various RHC's. With the current commitment of the IHO to the S-100 implementa-
tion roadmap and the scarcity of available resources, we all need to be careful of how we wish 
to prioritize. 
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

3.1 
Amendments to General Regulations, Art. 8.e – Mem-
bership of the HCA 

IHO Council 3 

 

BRAZIL 

Brazil supports this proposal. 

 

CANADA 

Canada endorses this proposal. 

 

FINLAND 

Finland supports the proposal. 

 

GERMANY 

Germany supports this proposal. 

 

ITALY 

As member of the HCA and the IHO Council, Italy supports the proposal. 

 

JAPAN 

Japan supports the proposal.  

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal needs a better clarification on this subject in order to have any decision. 

 

SWEDEN 

Sweden supports the revision of Article 8(e) of the General Regulations of the IHO. 

 

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-3.1_EN_Council_GR_Amendments_Art_8e_HCA_v1.pdf
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UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom supports this proposal. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

The United States supports this change and congratulates the HCA for the advancement of the IHO 
Goal 2 in ways that are open and inclusive of all marine geospatial data holders within the region. 
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

3.2 Revised Capacity Building Strategy IHO Council 3 

 

BRAZIL 

Brazil supports this proposal. 

 

CANADA 

Canada endorses this proposal. 

 

FINLAND 

Finland supports the proposal. 

 

GERMANY 

Germany supports the revised Capacity Building Strategy. 

 

ITALY 

As member of the IHO Council, Italy supports the proposal. 

 

JAPAN 

Japan supports the proposal.  

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal endorses this proposal. 

 

SWEDEN 

Sweden supports the Revised Capacity Building Strategy. 

 

 

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-3.2_EN_Revised%20Capacity%20Building%20Strategy_v1.pdf


 A3_2023_G_02_EN_Redbook_v1_Rev2 

 

27 

 

UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom approves the capacity building strategy. 
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

3.3 Recognition of the Southern Ocean HCA Chair 3 

 

ARGENTINA 

Argentina considers that there are no technical grounds to support a separate reference for the area 
referred as “Southern Ocean”, which corresponds to the southern zones of the Indian, South Atlantic 
and South Pacific Oceans. 

Furthermore, and considering the technical and consultative character of the International Hydrographic 
Organization, the present resolution not only lacks political implications but also juridical. 

A letter describing Argentina’s further views on this issue is attached as Annex 2 of this document. 

 

BRAZIL 

Brazil supports the proposal. 

 

CHILE 

Chile recognizes the existence of the Southern Ocean and its limits by the following statement: 

“The northern limit of the Southern Ocean is the parallel 60° S and its southern limit is the Antarctic 
coastline, included the Antarctic Peninsula”. 

Therefore, CHILE supports the Proposal 3.3 submitted by the Secretary-General, as HCA Chair. 

 

GERMANY 

Germany supports this proposal. 

 

ITALY 

As member of HCA, Italy supports the proposal. 

 

NORWAY 

Norway supports this proposal in order to rectify an omission that has lasted 70 years and to once more 
become aligned with geographers and the scientific community in their well-established use of the de-
nominator "Southern Ocean". 

  

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-3.3_EN_IHO_Resolution_Southern_Ocean_v1.pdf
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PORTUGAL 

Portugal endorses this proposal. 

 

UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom support this proposal. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

The United States supports the proposal and concurs with the proposed limits of the Southern Ocean for use 
by the IHO. This recognition is without prejudice to the term “Southern Ocean” as other international or re-
gional bodies with appropriate competence may define for their specific purposes. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

The Secretary-General in his capacity as HCA chair confirms that all regular business procedures within 
HCA were followed and applied to this item as for the others, with full fairness and transparency.  

The Secretariat stands ready to include the reservations (except those that could be procedural in nature) 
that any Member State wishes to add in the Appendix of the proposed Resolution. 
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

3.4 Access to Software, Hardware and Training Courses 
Islamic  

Republic of 
Iran 

3 

 

ITALY 

Addressing the challenge for all the hydrographic community to embrace the S-100 framework, 
Italy supports any proposal to develop common efforts toward the S-100 implementation. The 
RENCs can play an active role in this direction. 

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal needs a better clarification on this subject in order to have any decision. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

In preparation of the considerations to be made under the respective Assembly Agenda item, Member 
States are invited to take note of the Article II of the IHO Convention and IHO Resolution 2/1972 ad-
dressing the scope of this Proposal. 

  

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-3.4_EN_Access_Software_Hardware_Training_v1.pdf
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PROPOSAL 

N° 
OBJECT OF THE PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED 

BY 
REFERENCE 

3.5 

Establishment of a task force to explore the potential 
merits, structures, and options for alternative fund 
generation to support capacity building and other 
IHO initiatives 

United States 
of America, 

Canada,  
Norway, 
United  

Kingdom and 
Australia 

3 

 

BRAZIL 

Brazil supports this proposal. 

 

CANADA 

Canada thanks the United States for this initiative to investigate approaches to create sustainable 
funding mechanisms to complement the current IHO models and operations and endorses this pro-
posal. 

The IHO has done an admirable job delivering capacity building given the funding pressures and pa-
rameters of the program.  

Unfortunately, as the proposal points out, the IHO has been unable to keep up with all the demands 
for capacity building. 

Canada believes that it is in the best interest of those asking for capacity building and the IHO to ex-
amine new options.  

 

FRANCE 

France supports the creation of a Working Group dedicated to the search of alternative funding for the 
capacity building policy or other IHO initiatives and wishes to become a member. 

The themes mentioned, namely capacity building and GEBCO, are managed by the Inter-Regional Co-
ordination Committee (IRCC) within the IHO, as are the regional initiatives that could benefit from this 
search of funding. France therefore proposes to place this Working Group under the direct supervision 
of the IRCC and not the IHO Council, with the IRCC being responsible for keeping the Council informed 
of the Group’s progress. 

 

PORTUGAL 

Portugal needs a better clarification on this subject in order to have any decision. 

  

https://iho.int/uploads/user/About%20IHO/Assembly/Assembly3/DOCUMENTS/PRO%20A3/A3_2023_PRO-3.5_EN_Proposal_FundingTaskForce_v1.pdf
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SWEDEN 

Sweden supports the proposal for a Capacity Building Task force.  

 

UNITED KINGDOM 

The United Kingdom support this proposal. 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL`S RESPONSE TO MEMBER STATES COMMENTS 

Noting the priorities and difficulties faced by a number of existing sub-committees, project teams and 
working groups (lack of office bearers, active membership, meeting costs…), the Secretariat proposes 
the consideration of an ad hoc Project Team – a well-established format with a short mandate, TORs, 
etc. – within the existing framework of committees and working groups.  
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Annexes addressed by the Secretary-General´s comments in response to Member 

States Comments  

Annex 1  

Edited version of PRO 1.6 Polygonal demarcation of global sea areas to highlight Ja-

pan´s suggestions through strikethrough and replacement in red 

PROPOSAL 

Noting the endorsement by the Council, the Assembly is invited: 

 

a. to note the timeline for the development of the S-130 Product Specification and Im-
plementation. 
 

b. to endorse the Secretary-General`s recommendation to postpone the consideration 
of the necessity of the subsequent development of basic guidelines for the allocation 
and display of attributes of sea areas to be applied to Geographic Information Sys-
tems when after the S-130 Product Specification and the implementation as author-
itative S-130 dataset are will be finalized. 

 

c. to endorse the Secretary-General`s recommendation to postpone the consideration 
of subsequent amendments to the relevant IHO Resolutions 32/1919 as amended 
and 13/1919 as amended, for endorsement by the Council, if appropriate, when after 
the S-130 Product Specification and the implementation as authoritative S-130 da-
taset are will be finalized. 
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Annex 2 
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